Manchester Says Charge 
Is‘BothCruel and Unjust ’ 


Denies He Broke Faith j 
With Mrs. Kennedy by 
Use of Interview Data 


Text of Manchester statement 
will be found on Page 31. 


By DOUGLAS ROBINSON 
William Manchester, the, au- 
thor of the disputed book on thej 
assassination of President Ken- 
nedy, said yesterday that the 
former President as a historian | 
“would have wanted his 
trymen to know the truth of| 
those terrible days.” 

‘John Kennedy was my Pres- 
ident,” Mr. Manchester said in 
a statement. “To suggest thatj 
I would dishonor his memory 
my association with him is both| 
cruel and unjust.” 

was the first statement is- 
sued by the author since it 
became known that Mrs. Ken- 
nedy opposed publication of the 
book, “The Death of a Presi- 
dent.” Last Friday, she filed 
suit in State Supreme Court to 
block its publication. A hearing 
is scheduled Dec. 27. 

In her suit, Mrs. Kennedy! 
said that Mr. Manchester hadj 
exploited the emotional 

was in after the death of | 
her husband by his use of per- 
sonal recollections obtained in| 
10 hours of tape-recorded 
versa tions. 

At stake in the controversy! 
•e not only the domestic and 
foreign book and magazine) 
' ;hts, but the possibility of pas- 
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Manuscript Is Reported 
to Allege Neglect by 
Guards in Dallas 


By MURRAY SCHUMACH j 
Many examples of , alleged! 
incompetence or neglect among! 
those who guarded President! 
Kennedy the day he was killed) 
are said . to be contained in ! 
| detail in William Manchester’s: 
book “The Death of a Pres-i 
ident.” 

n who now has the; 
1,300-page manuscript said yes-! 
terday that the book gives' 
names of allegedly derelict 
Dallas policemen, agents of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and Secret Service men in 
appraising the assassination in 
Dallas, Nov. 22, 1963. 

Also in the book, he said, are 
stories about factionalism in 
the Secret Service after the 
assassination, friction between 
President Johnson and Robert 
F. Kennedy about when the 
President should deliver his 
first message to a joint session 
| of Congress and heated bicker- 
ing about whether President 
Kennedy should be buried in 
Massachusetts or at Arlington 
National Cemetery. 

The man who has the manu- 
script is in the publishing busi- 
;, but is not involved in the 
suit brought by Mrs. John F. 
Kennedy to block the publica- 
tion of the book by Harper & 
Row, Publishers, Inc., in March 
April, and a four-part serial 
by Look magazine scheduled to 
begin Jan. 10. “This book,” said; 


Continued on Page 30, Column 1 



ALLEGED NEGLECT 
OF GUARDS C ITED 

Continued From Page I, Col. 7 

the man who asked to remain 
unidentified, “is full of the in- 
eptitude of those who were sup- 
posed to protect the President. 

“It shows that the F.B.I. men 
were too busy looking for places 
in the parade. He names every- 
body and he has the quotes to 
back it up.” 

The source describes the 
book’s account of the split in 
the Secret Service as follows! 

“It broke out shortly after 
the assassination. Some of the 
men were convinced their obli- 
gation was to the murdered 
President. Others were equally 
certain their first duty was to 
his successor. 

It was one of these Secret 
Service groups that ordered Mr. 
Johnson aboard Air Force One, 
where he was sworn in as Pres- 
ident and flown, along with the 
widow, the body of her husband 
and Presidential aides, to Wash- 
ington. 

The friction between Robert 
Kennedy and President John- 
son in the days after the as- 
sassination was said to have 
arisen from the inability to es- 
tablish direct communication. 
The two men were constantly 
using intermediaries to make 
arrangements that ranged from 
the routine to the crucial. 

2 Examples Cited 

Two examples assertedly 


cited in the book were the desire ■ 
of the new President to use ' 
space in the secretarial offices 
of his predecessor and his wish 
to set a date to deliver a 
message before Congress. 

The sources continued his re- 
port of the book as follows: 

President Johnson had held 
back from moving into the 
White House, remaining in the 
Vice-Presidential offices at the 
Executive Office Building. His 
attempt to get space for some 
of his aides in the offices that 
had been used by President 
Kennedy’s workers was seized 
upon by the Kennedy conting- 
ent as an illustration of Mr. 
Johnson’s boorishness. 

Then when President John- 
son conveyed to Robert Ken- 
nedy that he was planning to 
address a joint session of Con- 
gress on Tuesday, four days 
after the assassination, because 
he was eager to show that there 
was no disruption of Govern- 
ment operations, another dis- 
agreement arose. 

President Kennedy’s brother, 
then the Attorney General, con- 
sidered this date as too precipi- 
tate and just another example 
of Mr. Johnson’s desire to seize 
every vestige of power and 
■trappings that went with the 
title of President, without con- 
cern- for good taste. 

Mr. Kennedy raised strong 
objections and suggested 
Wednesday- he paid tribute to 
President Kennedy at a joint 
session in which he made his 
famous plea for the “earliest 
possible passage” of a civil 
rights program to remove 


“every trace of discrimination 
and oppression.” 

Mr. Manchester -is known to 
have said that in his account 
of the behavior of Mr. Johnson, 
he had tried to be fair, but that 
those who disliked Mr. Johnson 
1 and those who liked him would 
find material to support their 
points of view. 

Burial Disputed 

Where to bury President Ken- 
nedy became a matter of heated 
bickering, according to this ac- 
count of the book, 
j Most of the Kennedy faction 
■ thought he should be buried in 
[Massachusetts. Almost alone, 
however, in his insistence that 
the President be interred in 
[Arlington was Secretary of 
[Defense Robert S. McNamara. 

! Mrs. Kennedy then decided 
’that her husband would have 
wanted Arlington, and others 
bowed to her decision. 

This strength on the part of 
Mrs. Kennedy, after the day 
of the assassination is one of 
the important themes of the 
book, the man said. 

“The book shows Mrs. Ken- 
nedy as making 90 per cent of 
■the decisions about the funeral 
and behaving with incredible 
courage,” the source said. 
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- '" sages offensive to President 
-■ .; ‘Johnson, Senator Robert F. 
'Kennedy’s political future, and 
rs ‘ Kennedy’s role in history. 
Mr. Manchester’s statement 
i^was issued through Look maga- 
zine, which bought serialization 
Vtw rights to the book for $665,000. 
1- A , s P° kesi nan for the magazine 
"• - said there had been “absolute- 
. , ly no change” in plans to be- 

: gin the four-part 80,000-word 
abridgment of the 300,000- 
- ■ word book in the Jan. 10 issue. 

, Mr. Manchester denied that 
"he had “broken faith” with Mrs. 
Kennedy by taking advantage 
__ of her confidence or by record- 
6C..ting “too faithfully” her words 
. and emotions. 

,. 3 “Mrs. Kennedy asked me to 
write this book,” the author 
vsaid. “I did not seek the oppor- 
tunity. 

“i did not, indeed could not, 
have conducted these interviews 
, without her voluntary contribu- 
te, r‘tion. Mrs. Kennedy herself did 
not ask to see the manuscript 
and still hasn’t. If -she had, I 
would, of course, have given it 
—“to her.” - 

; In Washington, Senator Ed- 
ward M. Kennedy, Democrat of 

K j.v. . Massachusetts, charged that Mr. 

Manchester “now intends to go 
w"*.- ahead in violation of the word 
Jof his agreement, the spirit of 
? lus arrangements and despite 
.the pain he knows it will give 
vrstW Mrs. Kennedy.” 

Mrs. Kennedy has contended 
5»£o,in her lawsuit that Mr. Man : 

- Chester violated her rights with, 
SSsfe - k- is plans to have published the 
unapproved manuscript of his 
Jr*- ‘book. A memorandum signed by 
■>*;>,,, Mr. Manchester and Senator 
’Robert ;F, Kennedy on March 
26, 1964, says that Mrs. Ken- 
nedy and ’the Senator must ap- 
gW; -prove the text of the book. 

Syijv/ Another clause says that the 
may not beJrpublished be- 
l & ffiBfore Nov. 22,:. 1968, exactly five 
>|p&years after ''the assassination. 

* ‘*A third clause says Mr. Man- 
. i--,. .Chester may not dispose of 
i*. subsidiary rights without the 
^^^.pproval of the Kennedys. 

Telegram Quoted 

QS":? Harper & Row, Publishers, 
pjj-'Tnc., which plans to publish the 
~ 0 book in- ■ March or April, says 
-• ....that Senator Kennedy told. Mr.. 

^ „ Manchester in a telegram last, 
'-^ViJuly that “member of the Ken- 
gi^hedy famfly - will place no 
^Obstacle in the way of publi- 
cation of his book.” 

7:: a fvt-page air'd ."i. da 
support of Mrs. Kennedy’s suit, 
the Senator -said- that the “tele- 
d gram makes -no statesment ap- 
% proving, either , text, or time, or 
i: inode of publication.” • 

The telegram from.. Senator 
Kennedy read: 

“Should any inquiries arise 
; ire the manuscript of . your book 
I would like to state the follow- 


: - ddob 
26 ’ 


liam Manchester’s account of 
the death of President Kennedy 
I know of the President’s 
respect for Mr. Manchester asi 
an historian and a reporter; I 
• understand others have plans 
to publish books regarding the 1 
events of Nov. 22, 1963. As this 
is going to be the subject mat- 
ter of a book and since Mr. 
Manchester in his research -had, 
access to more information and 
sources than any other writer, 
members of the Kennedy family 
will place no obstacle in the 
way of publication of his work I 

“However, if Mr. Manchester’s 
account is published in segments' 
or excerpts, I would expect that 
incidents would not be taken 
out of context or summarized in 
any way which might distort 
facts of or the events relating 
to President Kennedy’s death.” 
In his statement yesterday, 
Mr. Manchester said that on 
July 29, 1966, “I was informed- 
by a member of the Kennedy! 
family that because of Presi- 
: : dent Kennedy’s ‘respect’ for me 
as ‘a historian and a reporter; 
Sg, . • • members of the Kennedy 
family will place no obstacle in' 
SB the way of publication’ of mv 
work.” . 

^ ‘The Same Historian’ 

“I belieye that I am now— 
Iglpn December of 1966— the same 
historian and reporter that I 
#:i?as.in July and the same his-j 
t'C? orian and reporter that I was 
ipfn 1962 When President Ken- 
i^fiedy expressed his confidence 
•H® 1 me,”- the Manchester state- 
lament continued. 

“I had hoped my book would 
be allowed to speak for itself 
-and I would not have to speak 
for it. This is ;no longer possi- 
ble. The integrity of my book 
and my . own - honesty as a 
writer and a person have been 
attacked.” ' 

Mr. Manchester said that “in 
; life John Kennedy belonged to 
- .all Americans.” He said that iti 
", was his belief that “some of the 
’present bitterness comes from 
. the dark nightmare of his death 
and the impotence in the face 
* of death which we felt then and 
feel now.” 

He continued: 

“I believe John Kennedy, who 
was himself a historian, would 
have wanted his countrymen to 
' know the truth of those terrible 
days, and I have dedicated my-i 
self for nearly three years to 
reliving and reconstructing 1 
them so that the truth could be; 
'faithfully and accurately re- 
: forded.” 

\ Mr. Manchester also denied 
that his work was being pub- 
lished prematurely and that! 
magazine serialization had not 
been contemplated by the Ken-! 
nedys. He said that the' family! 
had authorized publication of 
the book in early 1967, to be) 
preceded by the serialization in 1 
Look. 

The author pointed out that 



a number of friends and ad- 
visers of the Kennedy family 
had read the book at their re- 
quest and that “appropriate 
changes” had been made in con- 
sultation with these friends, 
j ‘This Is My Book’ 

I The author maintained, how- 
ever, that “in the final analysis, 
this is my book.” 

He said: 

“Neither Mrs. Kennedy nor 
any member of the Kennedy 
family nor anyone else is in any 
way responsible for my research 
or the content of my work. It 
is my responsibility and I am 
confident that my book can 
withstand any objective test, 
particularly the test of time. I 
only ask that it be given the 
chance.” 

In addition to the $665,000 
paid by Look for serialization 
rights, Harper & Row con- 
tracted with Mr. Manchester to 
pay some $675,000 for the hard- 
cover book. Of this sum, the 
author has already received 
$365,000. 

Last Week, Dell Books offered 
$l-milIion for the book’s paper- 
back rights, a price said to be 
the largest ever tendered for 
such rights. 

Former Federal Judge Simon 
H. Rifkind, who is representing 
Mrs. Kennedy in the suit, said 
about the author’s statement: 

“I don’t know how Mr. Man- 
chester escapes from the fact 
that he made a promise and 
now has not lived up to his part 
of the bargain.” 

“I don’t know about literary 
integrity, nor the matter of his- 
tory,” he continued. ‘-They don’t 
concern me at the moment. But 
I believe strongly in a man 
keeping his word, particularly 
when .it is in a written memo- 
randum of understanding. There 
has been no approval from Mrs. 
Kennedy.” 

Earlier, Mr. Rifkind said he 
knew of no attempt to arrange 
an out-of-court settlement al- 
though he added that “conceiv- 
ably any case can be settled 
out of court.” 

“But my present plans are 
to be in court on Dec. 27,” 
he said. 

In his statement in Washing- 
ton, Senator Edward Kennedy 
recalled that Mr. Manchester 
had voluntarily signed an agree- 
ment promising “to use the 
material given him by Mrs. Ken- 
nedy only with her consent.” 

“Relying on the protection of 
his word,” he continued, “she 
unburdened herself of her per- 
sonal memories concerning her- 


self and her children, in order 
to give him some background 
for his historical researches. 

“I know she never dreamed 
that that material which related 
strictly to her private thoughts 
and acts — none of it part of the 
historical record — would ever be 
made public. 

“Mr. Manchester now intends 
to go ahead in violation of the 
word of his agreement, the 
spirit of his arrangements, and 
despite the pain he knows it 
will give Mrs. Kennedy. 

“What is at stake is not his 
integrity as a writer nor the 
accuracy of history, but rather 
the integrity of the commit- 
ment and the promise he will- 
ingly and voluntarily made.” 
Regarding the parts of the 
sook that might possibly put 
President Johnson in a bad 
light, Bill D. Moyers, the Presi- 
dent’s press secretary, told The 
Associated Press in Washing- 
ton that he had “not read the 
Dook and I have not read any- 
thing to the President,” adding 
that Mr. Johnson had seen no 
part of the manuscript. j 

Mr. Moyers made the . com- 
ment in response to a query 
about a statement by James 
Reston on the editorial page of 
The New York Times yester- 
day. Mr. Reston wrote that 
Mr. Moyers had read the “of- 
fending passages” and had no 
doubt informed the President. 

Asked whether he was deny- 
ing that he had read excerpts of 
the book, Mr. Moyers replied: | 

“No, I’m not denying that and 
I’m not confirming it either. 
This is a tragic enough case 
already without the White 
House getting involved in it.” 
From Austin, Tex., it was 
reported that some associates 
of President Johnson know what 
is in the book and believe that 
it gives a biased and inaccurate 
account of his attitudes and ac- 
tivities in the assassination per- 
iod. 

They are reported to possess 
evidence that rebuts or refutes 
some of the material in the 
Manchester book but do not in- 
tend to engage in a public dis- 
pute about it. They are not be-; 
lieved to have participated in 
the dispute about whether the 
book should be published. 

In another development, the 
Rev. Dr. Donald S. Harrington, 
the paster of the Community 
Church in New York, recom- 
mended that the public refuse 
to purchase the Manchester] 
material if the book was pub- 
uished against Mrs. Kennedy’s 
wishes. 



